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ON TRIAL
In the course of the conversation with the members
of the Working Committee, I discovered that their non-
violence had never gone beyond fighting the British Govern-
ment with that weapon. I had hugged the belief that
Congressmen had appreciated the logical result of the
practice of non-violence for the past twenty years in fighting
the biggest imperialist power in the world. But in -great
experiments like that of non-violence, hypothetical questions
have hardly any play. I myself used to say in answer to
questions that when we had actually acquired indepen-
dence we would know whether we could defend ourselves
non-violently^or not. But today the question is no longer
hypothetical. Whether there is on the part of the British
Government a favourable declaration or not, the Congress
has to decide upon the course it would adopt in the event
of an invasion of India. For though there may be no settle-
ment with the Government, the Congress has to declare
its policy and say whether it would fight the invading host
violently or non-violently.
. So far as I can read the Working Committee's mind
after a fairly full discussion, the members think that
Congressmen are unprepared for non-violent defence
against armed invasion.
This is tragic. Surely the means adopted for driving
an enemy from one's house must, more or less, coincide with
those to be adopted for keeping him out of the house. If
anything, the latter process must be easier. The fact, how-
ever, is that our fight has not been one of non-violent
resistance of the strong. It has been one of passive resistance
of the weak. Therefore there is no spontaneous response
in our hearts, at this supreme moment, to an undying faith
in the efficacy of non-violence. The Working Committee,
therefore, wisely said that they were not ready for the
logical step. The tragedy of the situation is that, if the
Congress is to throw in its lot with those who believe in
249

